The transition from non-citizenship to citizenship status for Third World migrants in First World states entails successfully navigating various legal, institutional, financial and ideological barriers that are established by a range of gatekeepers. Recent critical scholarship on citizenship has tended to neglect the centrality of these gatekeepers in regulating access to formal, juridical citizenship, based on the argument that democratic rights are 'purely formal' in the face of massive social inequalities. Dismantling legal restrictions on the enjoyment of rights is seen to be unlikely to ensure real advances in human autonomy and democracy without concomitant measures to reduce material inequalities. 472 As Bridget Anderson has pointed out, citizenship debates have thus 'rather taken for granted the right to citizenship in the formalized sense of what passport a person holds and an individual's right to be present and work in a particular nation state '. 473 From the vantage point of migrant non-citizens, however, formal, legal citizenship is exceedingly important in accessing an array of rights, including what continues to be state-defined rights to remain in a given country. The importance of the nation-state in extending, or alternatively withholding, rights to non-citizens is also evident when we turn to strategies undertaken by non-citizens to contest the oppression and exploitation that stems from their non-citizenship status. A central challenge in organizing for migrant rights is that gatekeepers evade or completely disclaim responsibility for the legal rights of these workers, or for their own role in establishing barriers to citizenship rights. Migrant workers, as individuals and in collective organizations, face various levels of restrictions in accessing rights. They are further compelled to challenge gatekeepers' ideological justifications for the marginalization of Third World non-citizens. Such justifications, often based on racist stereotypes and patriotic claims to protect national-citizens, are often treated as 'common sense' and beyond negotiation.
In participating in either individual challenges or in political activism that opposes the prevailing relations of power in the global citizenship divide, migrant workers can be viewed as engaging in what Holloway Sparks terms, 'dissident citizenship'.
474 By 'dissident citizenship', Sparks is referring to 'the practices of marginalised citizens who publicly contest prevailing arrangements of power by means of oppositional democratic practices that augment or replace institutionalised channels of democratic opposition when those channels are inadequate or unavailable'. 475 Sparks offers a rich analysis of forms of citizenship practices of 'marginalised citizens' that involve dissent and an ethic or political courage. The analysis is, however, silent on the question of the absence of formal citizenship status among some groups of dissidents, such as temporary or non-citizen migrants. The practices of these non-citizen activists are nonetheless central in contributing to a redefinition and expansion of citizenship within and beyond the borders of the nationstate. The literature that investigates emergent forms of transnational or global citizenship, specifically popular activist networks transcending borders, also tends not to problematize the legal-juridical status of 'global citizens'.
476 Indeed, the literature on transnationalism often assumes that mobile people enjoy dual or multiple citizenships. 477 Unlike citizens of advanced capitalist states, poorer non-citizen migrant workers are legally barred from participating in certain forums of citizenship deliberation and participation such as voting or otherwise engaging in electoral, parliamentary or other forms of established politics. For non-citizens struggling to obtain full citizenship rights, formal channels through which to make claims to such rights are themselves limited. Moreover, as discussed in Chapter 2, access to full citizenship rights within advanced capitalist states, even for those who enjoy full legal citizenship status, is itself a restricted and partial experience, especially if they face exclusions based on class, racialized and gendered criteria.
Within these constraints, the limited formal, legal channels that are available for non-citizens to attempt to gain increased citizenship rights within advanced capitalist states take on, we maintain, increased importance. If we consider the case of foreign domestic workers in Canada, their non-citizenship, non-resident status is defined by immigration legislation, rendering the non-citizenship of these migrant workers inherently unstable. It is subject to a continual and dynamic process of
